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Jo Ann P. Myles, Largo, Maryland, for Appellant. Robert G Anes,
Connie N. Bertram VENABLE, BAETJER, HOMARD & CI VI LETTI, Washi ng-
ton, D.C., for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Victoria A Jedrow cz appeal s
district court orders entered in the course of her litigating two
conpl ai nts agai nst G ant Foods, Incorporated. In No. 00-1941, we
have reviewed the record and the district court orders and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. See Jedrowicz v. G ant Food, Inc., No. CA-96-3562-

WW (D. Md. June 7, 2000). Likewse, in No. 01-1133, we have re-
viewed the record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See Jedrowi cz v.

G ant Food, Inc., No. CA-98-3899-WW (D. Md. Dec. 21, 2000). 1In

No. 01-1133, we grant Appellee’s notion to file an attachnent. W
di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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